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Pa LEE HARVEY OSWALD 
Cee IN FREUDIAN, ADLERIAN, AND JUNGIAN VIEWS 






The following is a quasi-symposium in which three interpre- 
tations of Lee Harvey Oswald, the presumed assassin of President 
Kennedy, are presented together with a commentary. The “sym- 3 Le 
posium”’ took its origin in a short paper by oseph Katz, clinical # é 
psychologist and senior member of the Nationa ological 
Association for Psychoanalysis and faculty member of its Training 
Institute. This paper appeared originally in the Psychoanalytic 
Review. It occasioned the second paper in the present sequence 
which subsequently appeared in the same journal. Its principal 
author, Dr, Heinz L, Ansbacher, has for some time been interested 
in Adlerian theory and 1s "past president of the American Society ot 


Adlerian Psychology. This second paper was followed by a reply 
by Dr. Katz. 


This exchange led Dr. J. P. Chaplin, senior author of Systems 
and Theories of Psychology, a standard text in this field, to suggest 
that it would be highly desirable for general comparative and didactic 
purposes to have an interpretation of the Oswald case also from the 
third classical, the Jungian point of view. Thus he approached Dr. Ee 
Ira Progoff, clinical psychologist and noted Jungian author, who FS 
then very kindly agreed to prepare such an interpretation for this » Booey 
Journal. 


We are now very pleased to present below all three interpreta- 
tions, followed by the review and commentary of Dr. Chaplin. 
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